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session to bring an action of detinue, and he also wrong-
fully converts them to his own use and entitles the owner
to bring an action of trover for the conversion (q).
Demand.—The demand must be made in respect of
specific goods and not generally in respect of all the goods
of the person making the demand (r), and must be
unqualified and unconditional (s).
A demand may be oral or in writing (t), and if both are
made at the same time and they do not refer to one
another, evidence may be given of the oral demand
without production of the writing («).
The demand must be made by the owner or by some
person duly authorised by him (v).
Refusal.—Not every refusal to deliver up goods of
another, although in fact the person refusing may have no
right to them, amounts to evidence of a conversion. A
qualified refusal may be justified under certain circum-
stances, e.g., where the person in possession refuses to
deliver them until he has had time to investigate the
title of the person demanding (w), or being a servant,
requires time to get instructions from his master (x), or
the person demanding is not properly authorised (y).
On the other hand, a qualified refusal may well be
evidence of conversion, e.g., a refusal to deliver except to
one particular person (z)t or unless paid expenses (a), or
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